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REMARKS 

Claims 17, 18, 22-33, and 36-39 are pending in the present Application. Claims 1-16, 19- 
21, 34, and 35 have been cancelled and Claims 17, 18, and 32 has been amended, leaving Claims 
17, 18, 22-33, and 36-39 for consideration upon entry of the present Amendment. 

Claims 17, 18 and 32 have been amended to resolve an issue with regard to antecedent 

basis. 

Reconsideration and allowance of the claims are respectfully requested in view of the 
above amendments and the following remarks. 

Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 103(al 

Claims 17, 18, 22-33, and 36-39 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a), as allegedly 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 4,760,1 18 to White et al. in view of U.S. Patent Publication 
No. 2003/0130403 to Geprags et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,872,777 to Adedeji et al., and/or U.S. 
Patent No. 4,654,405 to Jalbert et al. 

Applicants wish to thank the Examiner for the considered and thoughtful response to the 
remarks made in Applicants’ last submission. Applicants maintain their position that the 
pending claims are unobvious in view of the cited art because capping in melt in the presence of 
a component selected from the group consisting of impact modifier, reinforcing filler, flame 
retardant and combinations of two or more of the foregoing (as described in the claims) behaves 
differently than capping in melt in the presence of polystyrene (as taught in the cited art). In fact, 
when the amount of polysalicylate is 2-4 weight percent, capping in the presence of a component 
selected from the group consisting of impact modifier, reinforcing filler, flame retardant and 
combinations of two or more of the foregoing is more effective than capping in the presence of 
polystyrene. There is no reason to expect that capping would be more effective in the presence 
of these components. It would reasonably be expected that capping would be the same or worse. 
It is respectfully pointed out that Claims 37 and 39 specifically require polys alicylate to be used 
in an amount of 2-4 weight percent. 

Reconsideration and withdrawal of this rejection are respectfully requested. 
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It is believed that the foregoing amendments and remarks fully comply with the Final 
Office Action and that the claims herein should now be allowable to Applicants. Accordingly, 
reconsideration and withdrawal of the objection(s) and rejection(s) and allowance of the case are 
respectfully requested. 

If there are any additional charges with respect to this Amendment or otherwise, please 
charge them to Deposit Account No. 06-1130. 

Respectfully submitted, 

CANTOR COLBURN LLP 
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